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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities in the 
specification: 

The serial number for a concurrently related filed application, entitled "Hybrid 
Network to Carry Synchronous and Asynchronous Traffic over Symmetric and 
Asymmetric Links", is missing (See paragraph [0003], line 2). 

The serial number for a concurrently related filed application, entitled "Dynamic 
Mixing of TDM Data with Data Packets", is missing (See paragraph [0004], line 2). 

The serial number for a concurrently related filed application, entitled "Adaptive 
Link Quality Management for Wireless Medium", is missing (See paragraph [0005], line 
2). 

The serial number for a concurrently related filed application, entitled "Integration 
of Network, Data Link, and Physical Layer to Adapt Network Traffic", is missing (See 
paragraph [0006], line 2). 

The serial number for a concurrently related filed application, entitled "Method of 
Generating, Transmitting, Receiving and Recovering Synchronous Frames with Non- 
standard Speeds", is missing (See paragraph [0007], line 2). 

Appropriate corrections are required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 

that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-11, 24-29 and 39-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
clearly anticipated by US patent No. 5,682,256 ("Motley et al."). 

Regarding claim 1. Motley et al. teach a network node comprising: 
a first network interface (1 0), 

a cross connect switch coupled to the first network interface (RF links), and 

a first multi-medium network interface (Optical links) coupled to the cross- 
connect switdi (13), wherein optical signal can be converted from one modulation 
scheme to other interface scheme for RF signal at the switch interface (media 
abstraction) (See Fig. 1, Col. 2, lines 31-64). 

Regarding claim 2 . this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 1, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 1 above. 

Regarding claims 3-5 . these claims have limitations that is similar to those of 
claims 2, thus it is rejected with. the same rationale applied against claim 2 above. 

Regarding claim 6. this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 5, 
thus it Is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 5 above. 

Regarding claim 7 this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 1 , 
thus it Is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 1 above. 
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Regarding claims 8-11 , these claims have limitations that is similar to those of 
claims 7, thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 7 above. 

Regarding claim 24 . this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 1 , 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 1 above. 

Regarding claim 25 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 24, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 24 above. 

Regarding claim 26 . this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 25, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 25 above. 

Regarding claim 27 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 26, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 26 above. 

Regarding claim 28 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 27, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 27 above. 

Regarding claim 29 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 28, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 28 above. 

Regarding claim 39 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 1 , 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 1 above. 

Regarding claim 40 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 1 , 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 1 above. 

Regarding claim 41 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 40, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 40 above. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention vras made. 

5. Claims 12-23 and 30-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US patent No. 5,682,256 ("Motley et al.") in view of US patent 
6,646,983 ("Roy et al."). 

Regarding Claim 12. as discuss above, Motley et al. teaches substantially all the 
claimed invention but did not disclose expressly the particular application involving 
limitations of 

"wherein the cross connect unit is a Packet/TDM cross connect unit configured to 
process TDM data and packet data". 

Roy et al. teaches a method and device for network switch supporting 
TDM/packet multimedia traffic (12 SONET and 44 Utopia ATM) (See Fig. 1 , Col. 15, 
lines 14-33). 

A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to employ Roy et 
al. in Motley et al. in order to obtain teach a network node and to take advantage of 
switch supporting TDM/packet multimedia traffic in claim 12. 

The suggestion/motivation to do so would have been to support switch 
TDM/packet multimedia traffic, as suggested by Roy et al. in Col. 15, lines 14-33. At the 
time the invention was made, therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
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skill in the art to which the invention pertains to combine Roy et al. with the IVIotley et al. 
to obtain the inventions specified in claim 12. 

Regarding claim 13 . this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 12, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 12 above. 

Regarding claim 14 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 13, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 13 above. 

Regarding claim 15 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 12, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 12 above. 

Regarding claim 16 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 1 5, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 15 above. 

Regarding claims 17-21 . these claims have limitations that is similar to those of 
claims 16, thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 16 above. 

Regarding claim 18 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 17, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 17 above. 

Regarding claim 19 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 18, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 18 above. 

Regarding claim 20 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 19, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 19 above. 

Regarding claim 21 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 20, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 20 above. 

Regarding claim 22 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 21 , 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 21 above. 
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Regarding claim 23 . this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 22, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 22 above. 

Regarding claim 30 . this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 1 1 
and Roy et al. further teaches that it is well known in the art that ATM network is that 
users contract for a quality of service (QOS) level, thus maintaining link quality 
management (See Fig. 1, Col. 2, lines 20-36), thus it is rejected with the same rationale 
applied against claim 30 above. 

Regarding claims 3t 36 and 38 , these claims have limitations that is similar to 
those of claims 30, thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 30 
above. 

Regarding claim 32 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 31 , 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 31 above. 

Regarding claim 33 . this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 32, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 32 above. 

Regarding claims 34-35 , these claims have limitations that is similar to those of 
claims 33, thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 33 above. 

Regarding claim 37 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claims 36, 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 36 above. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Richard Chang whose telephone number Is (571) 272- 
3129. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 8 AM to 5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supen^lsor, Ricky Ngo can be reached on (571) 272-3139. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). ^ 



Richard Chang 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2663 
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